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Requests Covered 
 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 

01 Jennifer Flach CGAP Environment Upgrade Low CCB_5_6_2004_item1 

02 Jennifer Flach CGAP—1.2.2 iteration 2 Release to Integration 
Test High CCB_5_6_2004_item2 

03 Jennifer Flach CGAP—1.2.2 iteration 1 
Full Budget 

Release to Integration 
Test High CCB_5_6_2004_item3 

04 Vickie Fadeley Web QT Release to Integration 
Test High CCB_5_6_2004_item4 

05 Maria Koshy iEdison II Code Fix High CCB_5_6_2004_item5 

06 Daniel Fox Peer Review Enhancement 
(CQ 18379) High CCB_5_6_2004_item6 

07 Daniel Fox Peer Review Enhancement  
(CQ 18380) High CCB_5_6_2004_item7 

08 Daniel Fox IAR Enhancement 
(CQ 18381) High CCB_5_6_2004_item8 

09 Daniel Fox IAR Enhancement 
(CQ 18382) High CCB_5_6_2004_item9 

10 Maria Koshy iEdison database Production support High CCB_5_6_2004_item10 
 
 

Request and Decision Summary 
 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 

Jennifer Flach CGAP Environment Upgrade Low CCB_5_6_2004_item1 

01 

Request: 
Due to the complex nature and requirements of CGAP, it is recommended that the CGAP application servers be 
upgraded to 9.0.4 (now known as 10g). The CGAP application servers are currently at 9.0.3. The rest of the eRA 
applications are at 9.0.2, but there is no pressing need to upgrade these servers. 
 
For CGAP, the following specific enhancements in 9.0.4 will immediately improve development, maintenance, and 
performance of the application: 
1) Lightweight JMS  
9.0.4 introduces OC4J JMS, which is an in process JMS provider. OC4J JMS is fully JMS 1.0 compatible and supports 
durable messages though file based persistence. In addition, OC4J JMS can work along side OJMS to provide for a 
more flexible development environment, and open new possibilities when finding solutions to messaging problems. 
2) Web Services 
Oracle has apparently made Web Services a key part of its middleware solution. As such, new features relating to Web 
Services have been added over the several generations of OC4J. 9.0.4 introduces the following new Web Services 
features: 
* SOAP headers and header API for accessing and creating SOAP headers. 
* SOAP fault support for ill-formed SOAP requests. 
* WSDL analyzer tool to test simple Web Services without needing to write client applications. 
* Support for PL/SQL CLOB, BLOB and XML type. 
* Support for UDDI v2 specifications. 
3) Security enhancements 
9.0.4 Introduces the following security enhancements: session renegotiation, nCipher SSL support, port tunneling and 
OHS to OC4J SSL support. 
 
In addition, there are a number of other general enhancements in 9.0.4 that can first be used by CGAP and later 



 incorporated into other eRA applications. These include startup/shutdown classes, improved logging, TopLink 
integration, and JDK 1.4.x. 
 
Decision: Approved 
 
Notes: There are a number of features in version 9.0.4 of which CGAP would like to take advantage. This version of 
CGAP would be on a separate server and would not affect other modules. It would be scheduled for the next full release 
of CGAP in June. 
 
There was some discussion about efforts to get all modules on the same version. The architecture representatives 
(Kalpesh Patel, Changqing Zhen) promised to present, in two weeks, a plan showing the upgrade of middle-tier 
applications to the same version, 9.0.4. 
 
Because this will be on a separate server, it will take less time to conduct regression testing. 
 

 
 

 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 

Jennifer Flach CGAP – 1.2.2 iteration 2 Release to Integration 
Test High CCB_5_6_2004_item2 

02 

Request: 
CQERA00017616 CGAP June Release 1.2.2 iteration 2 will address the following new requirements 
and defects needed to support revisions and competing continuations: 
 
CQERA00017808 Enhancements to accept revisions in CGAP. 
 
CQERA00017470 For competing continuations, require competing continuation qualifier to be present 
 
CQERA00017860 Provide warning (instead of rejection) if Preliminary Studies not included on new application 
 
CQERA00017861 Restrict the Intro attachment to one page for R03 submissions 
 
CQERA00017421 Checklist page: ?Competing of Continuation? Should be replaced by ?Competing Continuation? 
 
CQERA00017452  
1.2.1.5.14-Req21-There is no error message when the PrimaryProjectSite is blank 
 
CQERA00017462  
When revision application is created the appl_type_code should be same as prior grant 
 
CQERA00017882 Funding Opportunity Number is provided with no funding opportunity title, and application is 
successful. 
 
CQERA00017898 Commons account placeholder not populating for invalid degree error message 
 
CQERA00017961 Name Prefix, when excluded from Key Person, should not be used for name comparison 
 
CQERA00017962 Name Prefix for Key Person generates warning even when data is the same 
 
CQERA00017982 Organization Department and Organization Division for Key Person 
 
Decision: Approved 
 
Notes: Items 2 and 3 are related. These items should be implemented in preparation for the full release in June. 
 
The test schedule is very tight with no room for error. However, they will fit these two items into the test schedule. 
 
 

 



 
 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 

Jennifer Flach CGAP – 1.2.2 iteration 1 
Full Budget 

Release to Integration 
Test High CCB_5_6_2004_item3 

03 

Request: 
Task Ticket CQERA00017943 CGAP 1.2.2 iteration 1 release to Integration Test to address the following defects and 
add enhancements related to Full Budget application submissions: 
 
CQERA00017807 Detailed budget enhancements for CGAP 
 
CQERA00017859 Revised wording on error messages 
 
CQERA00015102 Sup Spec 1.2.1.3.3.6 SalariesAndWages is not supposed to get an error message when 
<ModularBudgetQuestion> is False 
 
CQERA00015103 Sup Spec 1.2.1.3.3.6 SalariesAndWages is supposed to get an error message when 
<ModularBudgetQuestion> is True 
 
Decision: Approved 
 
Notes: Items 3 and 2 are related. These items should be implemented in preparation for the full release in June. 
 
The test schedule is very tight with no room for error. However, they will fit these two items into the test schedule. 

 
 
 

 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 

Vickie Fadeley Web QT Release to Integration 
Test High CCB_5_6_2004_item4 

04 

Request: 
The May 21, 2004 release to Integration Test to allow wild card search on RFA/PA: 

TASK Ticket WEB QT  
CQERA00017954 Allow wildcard search on RFA/PA CQERA00017899 
   

 
Decision: Approved 
 
Notes: This item is a remaining item for which there wasn’t time to deploy in the last release. Users request that their be 
a capability to conduct searches using wildcards. 
 

 
 
 

 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 
Maria Koshy iEdison II Code Fix High CCB_5_6_2004_item5 

05 

Request: 
This is a defect, which prevents the user from modifying the invention status due to an error. 
When the invention status is changed to “Licensed as an Unpatented Biological Material or Research Tool”, the error 
message, IEDISON 20469 is displayed and the title on the screen will change from “Modify Invention Report” to 
“Create New Invention Report”. All fields in the screen are now blank and the record cannot be saved. This bug was 
introduced by the bug fixes done by the previous contractor in Integration and Acceptance test environment, but code 
was not deployed to production. 
 
Decision: Approved 
 
Notes: This item was scheduled to be deployed last week, but in implementing it a new bug was detected. A new fix 
was implemented and it is now in regression testing. 
 

 



 
 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 

Daniel Fox Peer Review Enhancement 
(CQ 18379) High CCB_5_6_2004_item6 

06 

Request: 
The results of the Pioneer meeting review will be stored in IMPAC II database. There is a need to report the results of 
the meeting for Pioneer Awards—which is very different from the results of the regular IAR meeting review. 
 
Need to develop a new Report in Excel Format to report the IAR meeting results for Pioneer Awards. The new report 
will be called from the Peer Review Reports Banner Screen—Meeting Results Section of the screen. 
 
Detailed Requirements for the new screen will be documented in Peer Review Pioneer Award meeting Results Report 
Specifications.doc. 
 
Decision: Approved 
 
Notes: These notes refer to #6–9. 
 
Pioneer Award processing requirements would mean too many modifications to the current IAR pages for them to be 
done to meet the deadline (the deadline for submission is May 19 although the IAR does not have to ready until June). 
Additionally, there are 8,000 IAR users to date and changes in the current screens would be a distraction. 
 
Consequently, the team recommends a separate screen and a new report for the Pioneer Awards. 
 
This project is of the highest priority. 
 
There will be a separate discussion regarding the requirements and schedule for testing. The separate screen, isolating it 
from the rest of IAR, will reduce testing efforts. 
 
This effort will exert added strain to the already overburdened IAR developers as they prepare for the June release. 
Tracy Soto will meet with Eileen Bradley to explain the issues. 
 
Sherry Zucker will work out a rotation schedule for on-site work. 
 
Daniel Fox promised support from him and the other developers to the test staff. 
 
Regarding ClearQuest integration with CCB, a suggestion was made that there be a way to indicate procurement-
sensitive items brought before the CCB that would not be included in the approval packet. 
 

 
 
 

 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 

Daniel Fox Peer Review Enhancement  
(CQ 18380) High CCB_5_6_2004_item7 

07 

Request: 
The Enter Critiques/Scores screen in IAR does not handle the Pioneer Award review process result recording. Rather 
than modifying the current Enter Critiques/Scores Screen in IAR and creating the risk of breaking existing system used 
by 8000 users, it was decided to develop an Enter Scores screen to specifically handle the Pioneer Award review result 
recording. 
 
Detailed Requirements for the new screen will be documented in IAR Pioneer Award Enter Scores Use Case. 
 
Decision: Approved 
 
Notes: See item #6 
 

 



 
 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 

Daniel Fox IAR Enhancement 
(CQ 18381) High CCB_5_6_2004_item8 

08 

Request: 
The list of applications in IAR does not handle the Pioneer Award review process. Rather than modifying the current list 
of applications in IAR and creating the risk of breaking existing system used by 8000 users, it was decided to develop a 
new list of application screen to specifically handle the Pioneer Award review process. 
 
The decision of whether to call a regular list of applications screen vs. Pioneer Award list of applications is going to be 
built into List of meetings screen in IAR and be based on the Meeting Explanation code. If meeting explanation code is 
set as Pioneer Virtual meeting, then call the Pioneer Award List of Applications. Otherwise, call the regular list of 
applications screen. 
 
Detailed Requirements for the new screen will be documented in IAR Pioneer Award View List of Applications Use 
Case. 
 
Decision: Approved 
 
Notes: See item #6 
 

 
 
 

 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 

Daniel Fox IAR Enhancement 
(CQ 18382) High CCB_5_6_2004_item9 

09 

Request: 
The list of meetings in IAR needs to be modified for the Evaluators of the Pioneer Award grant applications in order to 
satisfy the Review Guidelines of the Pioneer Award Review process. 
 
Specifically, the following changes need to be made: 
 

1. Add new table with list of meetings that lists only the Pioneer Award meetings (these are meetings that are 
coded as Pioneer Virtual Meeting in CM). This change is to be made only for Evaluators (Reviewers) access to 
the screen. 

2. Revoke the SRA/GTAs access to the list of applications from the list of meetings screen. 
 
Detailed Requirements for the changes to the list of meetings screen can be found in IAR View List of Meetings Use 
Case. 
 
Decision: Approved 
 
Notes: See item #6 
 

 
 
 
 

 Submitted By Area Affected Type of Request User Impact Document Title 
Maria Koshy iEdison database Production support High CCB_5_6_2004_item10 

10 

Request: 
This is production support data maintenance work to move records from one institution to another. It is a bulk transfer 
of invention records between different divisions of the university of California. This fix in the database will realign 
invention reporting data between two different divisions of the university. 
 
The University of California Los Angeles has invention and patent reporting data pertaining to UCLA grants. However, 
The University of California central Office of Technology Transfer is managing them, and wants the data to be 
transferred under their own institution portfolio. 
 
 



 We have already taken care of ensuring that the invention docket numbers are unique. What we need is the development 
of an automated database script to take care of this transfer, involving the generation of new primary keys for the 
invention records under their new location, the corresponding transfer/re-indexing of all grants, contracts, inventors, 
keywords, patents, utilization reports and documents associated with those invention records, while ensuring that 
invention docket numbers and patent docket numbers remain unique. 
 
Decision: Deferred 
 
Notes: Maria Koshy reported that she wants to conduct more analysis before submitting for approval and 
implementation. 
 

 
 


